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TO THE 

EDITORS OF THE ANTI-UNION. 



GENTLEMEN, 

_L HF. duplicity of the minifterand the. fallacy of mt- 
nifterial arguments for an Union become every day more 
manifeft. Time brings falfhood a&welfas truth to light, 
and perhaps detects political fophiftry- with more effect 
than the raoft acute fagacity. Generally, however, the 
operation of time in the detection of falfehood is flow, 
and its effects- perceptible, only- after long intervals^; 
but either from the (hallownefs of the minifter's artifice, 
or from the remarkable prominency of truth*) on this 
great queftion, he has been able to finfc-it but juft below 
the furface— it has accordingly emerged into full view- 
when the force which depreffed it. was- remov- 
ed : and, .what has..feldom. been witrreffed in the hifto?y 
of our legiflature, the very fame feffion in which a mo- 
mentous meafiire was urged as-of vital and indifpenfible 
neceffity, has. feen' the duplicity of the propounder of 
that meafure, and the arguments by which it-was fup- 
ported, expofed and refuted by fubfequent events; 

To be explicit- — I boldly and in-, terms charge the 
young man, to whom the-adminiftratiori of this country 
is committed, with having. falfified his own profeffions, 
with having refuted his own arguments for a legiflative 
union, and with having involuntarily proved to the peo- 
ple of Ireland, thatthe meafure which he attempted to 
ileal upon the country, and which he is : now. preparing 
to propofe again to its legislature, has been adopted by 
that deputy minifter, and his mafter, with other vuws 
than thofethey have avowed, nameiyj the Strengthening, 
of the connexion between the two countries,- the refto- 
ration of tranquillity, the advancement. of civilization, 
and the improvement-of the conftitution of this coun- 
try. I fliali prove this charge ill' a very fimpleand I 
conceive a very Satisfactory way, by comparing the doc-: 
trines which he inculcated in recommending a legifla- 
tive Union with the meafures which he has 
carried, and the -conduct which he has held fince the 
rejection of that project. 

It cannot yet be forgotten even by the young man' 
himfelf, and certainly not by the public, that the prin- 
cipal argument by which he endeavoured to fupport an 
Union, was the uncertainty of the bond which at 
prefent unites the two countries. In ilkiftration 
of the danger which was fuppofed to exift from this 
eaufe one inftance only could he found, and it was tri- 



umphantly dwelt' on as a proof that' a Situation might a- 
gain occur, as it had already-occurred, in which the exet- 
cife of -complete legiflative independence by the Irifh 
parliament might tend-to-a feparation of the two coun- 
tries— -That inftance was the regency queftion. If the 
Ir-ifti parliament j. it-was faid, continues to be a feparate 
and independent legiflature, it will always pofTefs. a right 
'to differ from the Britifh legislature in the appointment 
of a regent ; and if it Should differ from it in that inftance 
there would be a temporary feparation, leading perhaps 
to a perpetual reparation of the executives of the- two 
countries.-. To obviate thisdanger the young Lord pro- 
pofed a furrender of the dictinct independence of the 
Irifh legiflature, not in that cafe only — the only 
practical cafe which had ever occurred— but a total 
furrender of its dictinct cxiftence. Now if the young 
Lord did ferioufly believe that a danger of feparation 
was connected with the exercife of dictinct indepen- 
dence by the Irifh parliament in this inftance; he would 
be zealous to fupport a meafure which went directly to 
remove that danger for ever by furrendefing the right 
to that exercife ; and if his fears of that danger were fo 
gigantic as to incline him-to obviate it by a total aboli- 
tion of a dictinct Iriihlegifla'ture, he muft be fomuch 
the more zealous to fupport a meafure which went to 
effect the fafety of the connexion by a lefs dangerous 
facrifice. HastheyoungLord acted on this principle? The 
difmifledPrime Serjeant, willing to prove himfelf as faith- 
ful a friend as the young Lord to the unity of the empire, 
though a much morc.fteady friend to the independence 
of his country, brings in a bill by which the queftion of 
right to 'appoint' a regent cfifferentj or under a different 
limitation* from that appointed by the British parlia- 
ment, wouldbeputat reSt forever, an." the fafety of the 
connexion in this particular rendered confiftent with the 
diftindt exiftence of Irifh parliament. Does - the 
young Lord relifh this meafure of honcft loyalty to con- 
nexion and constitution ? In the firft inftance, he afll-nts 
in Sullen filence to its introduction^ and not having in- 
genuity enough to fuggeftany thing in derogation of the 
meafure when, firft propofed, he avails himfelf of the 
time given by- the forms of parliament in order to create 
objections to the meafure itfelf, to cavil with the motives 
which fuggefted it, or the effects' which it would pio- 
duce. And what are the objections which he has 
fabricated or gleaned '-fiom his followers ? They 
amount virtually to this — that it is a violent encroach- 
ment on the legiflative independence of the country— 
that it is of infinite delicacy, intricacy, and importance — « 
that- it requires therefore much time and attention to 
mold properly — and above all, that the difficulty of its 
arrangement'- proves incontrovertibly the hazard- 
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■Otis 'ilate m which'the connexion (lands. Ndw, let the 
good people of Ireland confide* what confidence they 
can place iivthe integrity of that t$an,Who has the'bold- 
nefs toprefs them, at one time to give up their liberty and 
independence for the attainment bf a particular purpofe, 
and when that pufpofe is propofed to be attained at a 
lefs price, objects to the meafure that it violates their in- 
dependence! I afk the people, does not this, conduct belie 
the motives of that man who urged a 'furrender of the 
conftitution in Order to prevertt reparation, and who', 
when feparatron is to be prevented in another way, .ob- 
jects the conftitution ? 'What will they think of the 
hoiiefty, br the finceiity, of him who would allow 
the legislature ; -bilt 'twenty four hours to deliberate and 
decide upoaameafiire vcftingthe executive with abfolute 
and irreiponfible power, * but whofe ferupulous deli- 
cacy and ''flow intellect requires an extraordinary time 
to deliberate on the queftion, whether the legiflature, 
to perpetuate the connexion, Should reftrain the exer- 
cife of their free choice in a cafe of the mod rare oc- 
currence ? Nay, what will they .think of the under- 
Standing of the man who, when the legiflature, fore- 
feeing a remote danger from the pbflibility of a cafe 
in which a free exercife of their independence might 
tend to feparation, propofe to reftrain the exercife of 
their right in that inftancc for the future, declares, that 
on this occafion he is more than ever convinced the 
independence of that legiflature endangers the con- 
nexion, and that therefore they ought, as foon as pof- 
fible, to furrender it altogether ? For my part, 1 profefs 
I can fee in the conduct of fuch. a man nothing' but a 
thorough contempt for confiftency, a palpable contra- 
diction of former profeflions, an inveterate hoftility to 
the independence of the country for reafons which 
he'dares not avow, and a ftolidity which incapacitates 
him from giving even colour and plaufibifity to ; his own 
actions. 

But is this the only inftance in which the yburt'g 
Lord has, in the courfe of. three weeks, falfified his 
own profeflions, ' and refuted his own arguments"? ■ The 
young Lord, with the rafhnefs rather than with the 
candour of a young man, lolcl the people df Ireland that 
they had not the Britifh conftitution, but that an Union 
would give it to them. Now, either thofe meafures 
which his lordfhip has pronroted fince the rejection of an 
Union were made neceffary by the circumftanees of the 
country, or they have been adopted by his. lordfhip to 
punifli this befotted country for their rejectiorbof this 
proffered . boon. If-the circumftanees of the country 
made thofe meafures' neceffary, they .would have been 
adopted as well had an Union taken place as in cafe of 
its rejection.; for the mere enaction of an Union 
could not immediately, if it could ever, produce any 
effect in rendering thofe meafures lefs neceffary. But 
what have, thefe meafures been ? The moft diftiuSuifh- 



* Vide 'the debate on the'BUI for fuppreffing the Rebellion, Which 
Inverts the Irifh Executive with.pqwer to eftablifli law-martialj para* 
mount to the civil power, 'over til the king's fubjeiftsj 



ed is the rebellion bill, by wirich the executive power is 
-authorized by law to fufpend the operations of the ci- 
vil courts, and exercife the. indefinite and tremendous 
powers of martial-law at their mere clifcietiori, and with- 
out controul. This then is the conftitution of England, 
with which, after an Union we were to be blefled^ 
This is one of the tranquilifing, civilifing, "human- 
izing fchemes, which an Union was to introduce ; and it 
was thus that tl'e people of Ireland were to be 
admitted within the pale of the conftitution i But I 
will be told that it is unfair to attribute to his lord* 
Ship an intention of carrying this meafure had ah 
Union been adopted, 'becaufe it is now carried after the 
rejection of an Union. I reply, there is nothing unfair in 
charging him with that intention, if it cannot be fhewn 
(and I defy any man to fhew it) that circumftanees have 
been rendered fo different by the rejection of that mea- 
fure that this bill is" more neceffary now than it would 
have been had the rninifter fucceeded in his attempt at 
fubjugating' the country. There is certainly no fhade 
of difference created by that rejection, and there- 
fore 'there cannot be a doubt entertained by any 
rational man that his lordfhip Would have pro- 
pofed this bill had 'the country fuffered itfelf to 
be duped into a furrender of its -independence 
in the fnlfe hope of being admitted to a fuller participa- 
tion of the benefits of the Britifh Conftitution, as well 
as in the prefent circumftanees of the country. But 
what indignation would not the People of Ireland have 
juflly entertained againft ; the man, who fhould have fub- 
ftituted this dreadful law for a fuller enjoyment of con- 
ftitutional liberty ? Would they hot have truly thought 
that his promife had been broken, and his profeflions 
falfified? Arid, if this Bill Was in his Lordfhips con- 
templation when he was holding out to Ireland the de- 
ceitful hope of a full enjoyment of the privileges of the 
Britifh Conftitution; I aft is heriot now fairly chargea- 
blewith having fpoken falfely, "and acted deceitfuHy, to- 
wards; this country? Should I adopt the other alterna- 
tive, and fup'pofe that this meafure was not neceffary^ 
either before or fince the difcuffion of an Union, but 
that he has refortcd to it as a meafure of revenge, to 
punifli our obflinacy, or of experiment, to goad us to 
an Union, his Lordfhip's character, or that of the ad- 
miniftrntioii he leads, will not be much ferved by the 
fuppofition. In the one cafe, he wili be giiilty' of de- 
ceit and falfliood ; in the other, of fraud and malice. 
It is, however, with this latter that I am inclined to 
charge him, for that there, was any thing in the circurri- 
■fiances of the country, or in the government, which 
made. the -adoption -of this bill neceffary, i cannot con- 
ceive. His Lordfhip has acknowledged it gives no new 
powers to adminiftration, and therefore it could not be 
neceffary to enable them to repreis what 'he calls the 
rebellion. ;He has faid, that the .Government hate 
already the undoubted right of trying and punifhing 
rebellion in a fummary way by law-martial, and that 
therefore, the only- object of thebill is to prevent the 
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t'Vvil. power from interfering with the executive in the 
lexerc'ife of their right. Now taking for granted that, as 
his Lordfhip afferis, the executive have a right to try- by 
martial law thofe who are found in rebellion, it muft 
follow, that the civil power has no right to interfere 
with them, in the exercife of that right';. for there can- 
naf be two contradictory rights in thofe two powers. — 
But if the bill be not' nece.Taiy either to ftrengthen the 
ami of the executive, or to fecure to them the exclu- 
five exercife of a right, which, if they pofTefs at all> 
they muft pofiefs exclufively, from the very nature of 
the thing; I fay the bill muft then be adopted by the 
"mintftir for. the purpofel" attribute to him — that of 
goading Ireland to an Union, by really depriving her of 
the benefits of theBritifh Conftitution, and by fubftitu- 
ting for that conftitution, an uncontroulable and inde- 
finite power in the executive goyernmenf> If it Be 
afted, how it can at once be true, that it vefts an inde- ' 
finite and uncontroulable power in the executive govern-' 
«ient, and yet does not ftrengthen'that executive? The 
anfwer is ftiort : It does not ftrengthen the executive) 
becaufe the powers which this bill gives they already 
pofTefs by the praS'tce, though.not by the- theory of the 
Conftitution; .powers which the government in 
times of danger and rebellion have always exercifed, 
but under a refponfibility to the legiflaturc for this viola- 
tion of cdriftitutional . forms. But this bill does that 
which, in times of the greateft turbuleirce, in times, of 
rebellion and under themaft arbitrary reigns, no minifter 
ever dared to pippofeia the legiflature ; it eftablifhes 
defpo'fifm by law, and abolifhes the conftitution by acT: 
of Parliament; it, fan&ions a prfari, by a ftatjite, that 
power, which, under the Britifti Conftitution, it has 
fometimes been neceflary for the executive to exercife, 
but for the exercife of which, the executive has been 
always left to juftify itfelf afterwards, by the circum- 
ftances which made it neceflary, and the temperance 
with which it was accompanied. Here then the Check on 
defpqtifm is removed ; for by this bill the power is legal- 
ly veiled in the executive, and for the exercife of a legal 
power there is no refponfibility. Such is the law by 
which the minifter hfes made the', fecond. afl'a,uit upon the 
conftitution of Ireland-, Stid which ! venture to predict, 
is the forerunner of a total 'fubvei fion: of constitutional 
liberty in the Britifh Empire! 

I have mentioned one meafure' which his Lordftiip 
has virtually oppofed fince the rejection of an Union, 
tho' he had previoufly declared its neceffity and its im- 
portance; and I have adverted to another which he has 
introduced, that tends to deftroy the conftitution, 
and therefore falfifies his profefltbn, that he wiftied to 
procure for Ireland a fuller participation of Britifti Li- 
berty. There'retnain other monuments of infincerityj 
of fraiid, and of hoftiiity to Ireland. What (hall we 
fay of his filence on thofe meafures which, not two 
months fince, we were told by him were indifpenfible to 
the contentment of the people, and the restoration of 
confidence and peace to Ireland? I fpeak of the fubft> 



tution for tythesj and the arrangements in favour of the 
Catholic clergy : But it were fuperfiuous to expatiate upon 
thefe topics ; it muft be apparent to every man of com- 
mon fenfe, either that the minifter talked of thofe mea- 
fures, pending the difCuflion of an Union, purely to 
cajole the public, or that he now with-holds thofe mea- 
fures from fome motive of crooked policy which looks 
to other objects than the good of Ireland • for who can 
doubt that if thefe meafures would be tifefi.il with an. 
Union, they would bealfo ufeful with.' u; it ? Who can 
doubt Whether they would .not remove one of the great 
caufesof insubordination in Ireland, and abolifh.crie of 
the moft fertile fources of religiousjealoufy ? The mi- 
nifter himfelf has acknowledged the principle, ami there- 
fore he ftands convicted either of having decided to the 
jieople of Ireland as his opinion, that which he did not 
believe, or of wickedly wi'th-holding from the Country, 
from the worft motives, the means of reftoring to It, 
•content and tranquillity. 



A FABLE, 



BY 



NURSE t> A :N D"L U M, 

TO AMUSE THE CHILDREN OF DUBLIN. 



N a wide foreft once there lived 
A Lion of great power ; 
Who in the fcience of attack, 
Had prattis'd nany an hour. 

Nay, if two neighboring, beafts did wage 

A fair and open ftrife, 
The meddling beaft wQuld'ftep between-, 

And try for either life. 

This Lion had an ufeful friend, 

A young coutagious whelp, 
Who often from the rveighb'ring cave, 

Stept out to give him help. 

The creature was a Jackall named, . 

By fome mifcall'd a flaVe ; 
But, children, don't believe the fie, 

For he was free and brave. 

What tho' the Lion had more bulk, . 

Gould fooner crufli and kill ;, 
Full often he had gain'd a priz.e 

By little Jacky's fkil!. 



